;TMAD/SO'VV [
f/oc%@/ﬁﬁs

//90 900057
jﬁ Ga.r'/‘ﬁn :

Illmms Envnronmental Protectlon Agency P.0- Pav 19276, "S'pnngﬁeld IL 62794‘-9276
. 5 : US Epa RECORDS ¢ ENTER REG| ION S

S / m to@ iu Ve | IIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIII

-November 3 1988

| _— | Pre-,k”éffred,'é) E@E&W E
“Mr. Allen A]tur e | R

Pre-Remedial - Unit .. . NOV 8\%%%

lR{S Enwronmenta] Protection Agency RQ AM
egion -

' 230 South Dearborn. = - _ SUPEFgéJ\‘;\\‘EDNT gRANCH

iChicago, TL 60604 . . ~ MANA

Dear Mr.- A]tur
'fThe 1111no1s Env1ronmenta1 Protect1on Agency have recent]y received and reviewed -
s the screening.site inspection réport for SCA Services Barton_(ILD 000670935) and
L 1s happy to provide the f0110w1ng comments

SCA Barton —;’

g;The overall: va11d1ty of th1s report and the attached scoring package may be
“ called into question in. 11ght of the fact that the Field Investigation Teams.
contractors samp11ng team was Unable to co]]ect any on-site samples.

- As you. ‘are. aware the CERCLA HRS. scoring process “is centered on the need to
attribute a re]ease (e1ther documented or potential) to the investigated facility. -
The: 1nab111ty of the sampling team to collect on-site. samp]es effectively negated'

' th1s process, and cal]s 1nto quest1on the documents scor1ng section.

-Because 1t is our: be11ef that a thorough env1ronmenta1 assessment of this fac111ty
- may‘result in:a HRS Score above ‘the NPL threshold, the I1linois Environmental
-ﬁfProtect1on Agency recommends that the U.S. Env1ronmenta1 Protection Agency reject
this" report and recommission its Field: Invest1gat1on Team to- conduct a new
screen1ng sSite 1nspect1on

s ,/'%cﬂerely, - '

Thomas Crause : Y
" Pre- Remed1a1 Program Manager

State Site-Management Unit-
~ Remedial Project Management Section
gD1v1s1on of Land Po]]ut1on Contro] .
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